Traditional knowledge products characterized by geographical conditions are economically and spiritually valuable assets for the people of the area. Potential misleading of geographical indication goods requires a legal instrument that provides protection. Geographical Indication (GI) is one of the instruments of intellectual wealth that has its own characteristics. This study aims to examine the regulations of GeograpicaI Indication in the national and international levels, the implications of geographical indications for stakeholders and the ideal form of setting geographical indications in Indonesia. This study uses normative juridical methods and comparative studies. The results of the study show that the GI's regulation applied in Indonesia adheres to a system of merging with brand regulation. The implications of GI's registration bring a comprehensive impact on the economy and the legitimacy of traditional knowledge. After reviewing the comparison of the protection of geographical indications in Ethiopia and Jamaica, the authors recommend to separate the arrangements for geographical indications with brands (sui generis) Keywords: Traditional Knowledge; Geographical Indication; Protection.
A. INTRODUCTION
The complexity of legal protection issues against intellectual property rights in the era of globalization is followed by varied discourses. The birth of these problems is indirectly the result of the development of science, technology and human resources manifested in an innovation for the welfare of society. Taking into account the situation, the community is required to be critical and continue to test the determination of a product in order to produce intellectual work that dominates the market share of the economy. It becomes a trigger for every human being to try to use his creative power to the fullest by being supported by cultural support in competing as a superior resource in a particular field.
The initial motivation is to get individualistic economic benefits, the reality is not a little cause The definition of intellectual property rights is generally described as a right to wealth that arises or is born because of the results of human intellectual abilities and creativity. Intellectual property rights are categorized as rights to wealth considering that intellectual property rights ultimately produce intellectual works in the form of:
knowledge, art, literature, technology and to make it happen requires a sacrifice of energy, time, cost and mind. The existence of sacrifice is marked as a value because it is felt that the existence of sacrifice has produced an intellectual work. If this is correlated with the economic benefits enjoyed, then the inherent economic value fosters the conception of property (property) of intellectual works earlier (Escudero, 2012) . David Bainbridge interpret the Intellectual Property Rights as: "that area of law which is related to the creative rights or commercial reputation and good will". The conception laid out by David emphasizes more on legal protection and legal certainty for its protection. This is logical because examining the problem of Intellectual Property Rights in the end this community will lead to the legal concept of the values of an intellectual work (Riswandi, & Syamsudin, 2004) .
The relationship of a product, region and society describes an identity of images and symbols in a culture. The results of intellectual creativity created in a product, region and local community have been culturally and historically bound within a certain geographical boundary. This seems to signal that the identity of a society can be based on all forms and products of cultural activities that are sustainably and sustainably maintained in the social order system. Even in historical texts and cultural anthropology, a description of local products can be formulated as an identity that can project the cultural ethos of local indigenous people (Rustiala, & Munzer, 2007) . and high-quality food ingredients is the result of local culture originating from a traditional production process that has been carried out for generations.
In addition to the results of natural resources, geographical indication products also include handicrafts and industrial products that are characteristic of certain regions.
In the changing dynamics of the global economy, IG emerged as an important intellectual property tool (Mawardi, 2009 However, the scientific articles have a focus on the subject matter of the study that is described in this journal.
The first study relates to the urgency of Geographical Indications on consumer protection in legitimate journals. In this study, the geographical indication function is intended to fulfill consumer rights, namely the right to comfort, security and safety in using goods and services. Specific information about an object is considered to be the key to guaranteeing consumer protection (Zakiyah, 2018 The focus of the issues discussed only explains GI regulation in Australia which also accommodates trade products other than wine and spirits.
However, it does not explain further the benefits of GI as a legal instrument that provides and does not specify the legal gap (Ayu, 2006) . Other several previous studies discussed the how geographical indications (GIs) cannot deliver the protection for traditional knowledge that indigenous peoples seek (Frankel, 2011) . Geographical Indication is an effective tool in protecting and rewarding not only the market potential of elite items but also the traditional knowledge associated with them (Kishore, 2018) .. The potential impact of Geographical Indication protection to local economy (Sudjana, 2018) . The legal protection for traditional knowledge could be realized by accommodating the traditional knowledge into the intellectual rights as a geographical indication and international recognition for the indigenous community communal ownership of the traditional knowledge. (Purwaningsih, 2014) . The efforts to develop sui generis regulations for Indonesia traditional knowledge through sui generis system. (Rohani, 2015) Traditional protection has become a very urgent issue for international communities, including Limited area coverage and strong market demand, have the potential to provide maximum benefits for residents of the regions producing these distinctive products.
The prescriptive approach toward GI protection is based on the registration legal process, which is a pre-condition for obtaining protection it benefits and concerning the recognition of the product (Belleti, 2011) . Preservation of elements of uniqueness and special characteristics 
4) Trade Related Aspect of Intellectual Property

Rights
GI regulation in TRIPS is described in Article 22 number 1 which states that: "A product is an indication that identifies an item originating from a member area, or region or locality in that area, Fakultas Hukum Universitas Diponegoro categorized as an alternative, an item can be qualified as a GI sufficiently fulfilling one of these aspects.
The Implications for Protection of Geographical Indications on Traditional Knowledge Based Products
The legal substance in the field of Taking into account this issue, it is necessary to have a set of regional government policies that are able to synergize well with GI regulations at the national level.
2) Institutions whose representing producers
The Association of GI producers as the party 
2) The Starbucks Case inEthiopia
Coffee is a leading commodity in Ethiopia. it produces about 5% of world production and more than 30% of Sub-Saharan Africa. More than one Countries that implement the Sui Generis system that provides GI registration services, the producers have no difficulty in protecting their GI products.
This system has been widely used by many countries to protect GI wealth for centuries.
The 
D. CONCLUSION
GI has its own differences with other forms of IPR in a system of wealth protection against traditional knowledge. The communalistic GI philosophy that lives in the local communities around the IG is considered capable of guaranteeing the protection of economic rights (exclusive rights) for producers of traditional knowledge products that describe the identity of the local community. Indirectly it can be said to be able to protect cultural heritage and traditional knowledge that is owned by the community.
The urgency of the separation of GI (Sui Generis) arrangements in national law. This is because the characteristics of protection provided and mechanisms is also needed to be able to work together in safeguarding the interests of the rights of the people who produce GI products.
